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1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 03 March 2005 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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6) |EI Claim(s) 1^ is/are rejected. 
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8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held In abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 106 are rejected as failing to define the invention in the manner required 
by 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 

The claim(s) are narrative in form and replete with Indefinite and functional or 
operational language. The structure which goes to make up the device must be clearly 
and positively specified. The structure must be organized and correlated in such a 
manner as to present a complete operative device. The claim(s) must be in one 
sentence form only. Note the format of the claims in the patent(s) cited. 

The claims are replete with functional and indefinite language, failing to positively 
and distinctly set forth structure and its interconnection(s). All claims should be 
reviewed for compliance and new claims submitted as necessary. The following are 
examples only: 

In claim 1 it is unclear what is meant by "self-regulating". 

In claim 1 line 1 it is unclear what is meant by "incorporating". Does this mean 
"comprising:"? 
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In claim 1 it is unclear what is meant by "registries". Are these data? Databases? 
or forms or charts? Software modules? or something else? It is unclear if the elements 
are data within the registries? It is unclear what is meant by both of these elements. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the main difference" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim and additionally it Is unknown what is 
meant by this difference. Does this mean the Applicant's invention lacks these or that 
they have them. It is unclear. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the active elements" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim and additionally. 

Claims 2-6 all recite the limitation "Self-regulating system" in line 1 , it is unclear if 
this is referring to the same self-regulating system of claim 1 , or if it is adding another 
self regulating system. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. 

In claim 2 it is unclear what is meant by "the difference being". Additionally there 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

In claim 2 line 2 it is unclear if "a data input device" is the same or an additional 
input device to the one claimed in claim 1 line 2. 

In claim 2 recites the limitation "the outputs of the input device" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "the source data, registry of table indexes, 
registry..." in line 4. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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It is unclear in claim 2 what the use of the "-" in lines 7 and 10 are adding to the 
claim. What is the status of the text in between? 

It is unclear in claim 6 what is meant by "test-cards" in line 3. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-6, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Zitaner et al. (US Patent 6,741,993). 

Zitaner discloses: 

A self-regulating system for human resources management comprising an 
interconnected computing device with input and output devices, a registry and active 
elements including personnel, where data is entered by personnel. 

Zitaner does not expressly show the all of the claimed "active elements" data 
including for example: source data, table indexes, element's names, assessments of the 
computing device's parameters, unified parameters of the active elements, problematic 
parameters' ratings, administrative active element, characteristic parameters, wage 
funds... 
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However these differences are only found in the nonfunctional descriptive 
material and are not functionally involved in the actions carried out by the system 
recited. The actions of the system would be performed the same regardless of the data. 
Thus, this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art 
in terms or patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1 381 , 1 385, 217 USPQ 401 , 404 
(Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. CIr. 1994). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to perform the actions of Zitaner et al. using any type 
of data. Because such data does not functionally related to the steps in the method 
claimed and because the subjective interpretation of the data does not patentably 
distinguish the claimed invention. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Elaine Gort whose telephone number is 571/272-6781 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Wednesday and Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Gart can be reached on 571/272-3955. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Elaine Gort/ Elaine Gort 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3687 Primary Examiner 

Art Unit 3687 

1/19/2009 



